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Detailed Action 

Claims 18-27, 50-59, 69, 70, 76, 77, 79, 81, 83-86, 88-91 are pending in this Office 
Action. 

Claims 18, 23, 50, 55, 69, 70, 76 and 77 are amended. 
Claims 1-17, 28-49, 60-68, 71-75, 78, 80, 82, 87 are cancelled. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/15/06 have been considered but are moot in view 
of the new ground(s) of rejection based on amendments. See remarks below. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 88 is objected to because of the following informalities: the last limitation 
states "the delivery point identification value" which lacks antecedent basis but the 
examiner believes applicant meant key instead of value. Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Applicant's invention as claimed : 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
. the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 18-20, 22, 50-52, 54 and 55-57, 59, 69 and 76; 79, 86 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable by U.S. Patent Publication No. 
2002/0002590 by King et al in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,341,505 by Whitehouse. 

Regarding claim 18, the King reference teaches a method for delivering a message to a 
user with an electronic account (King: pages 1-2, para 18-20), comprising the steps of: 

receiving the message directed to the user with the electronic account (King: 
pages 1-2, para 18-20), where the message includes an electronic address associated with 
the user's electronic account and a non-standardized physical address of the user (King: 
page 2; para 22-23); 

determining a standardized physical address of the user from the electronic 
address using an address database (King: page 2, para 22-23); and 

delivering the message to the user (King: page 2, para 22-23, 30), 

The King reference fails to teach 9 digit zip codes. 

However the Whitehouse reference teaches using a non-standardized physical 
address includes a 5 -digit ZIP code to get a standardized physical address includes a 9 
digit ZIP code (Whitehouse: col. 5, lines 67- col. 6, line 5; col. 2, lines 43-49) in order to 
further identify the destination address (Whitehouse: col. 2, lines 50-60). 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to create the method for delivering a message as taught by King to include 
standardizing zip codes with zip+4 codes in order to further identify the destination 
address. 

Regarding claim 19, the method of claim 18, further comprising the step of: delivering 
the message to the user at the electronic address (King: page 2, para 30). 

Regarding claim 20, the method of claim 18, further comprising the step of: delivering 
the message to the user at the standardized physical address (King: page 2-3, para 31-32). 

Regarding claim 22, the method of claim 18, wherein the address database is a United 
States Postal Service address database (King: page 2, para 22). 
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Claims 50-52, 54, 69 and 76 are rejected under the same grounds as being 
substantially similar in subject matter and scope. 

Regarding claim 79, the King reference teaches a method for delivering a message to a 
user with an electronic account (King: pages 1-2, para 18-20), comprising the steps of: 

receiving the message directed to the user with the electronic account (King: 
pages 1-2, para 18-20), where the message includes an electronic address associated with 
the user's electronic account and a non-standardized physical address of the user (King: 
page 2; para 22-23); 

determining a delivery point identification key using the electronic address, 
wherein the delivery point identification key points to a location in an address database, 
the location associated with a standardized physical address of the user (King: page 2, 
para 20-23) ; and 

delivering the message to the user at the standardized physical address, the 
delivering based on the delivery point identification key, wherein the non-standardized 
physical address. 

The King reference fails to teach 9 digit zip codes. 

However the Whitehouse reference teaches using a non-standardized physical 
address includes a 5-digit ZIP code to get a standardized physical address includes a 9 
digit ZIP code (Whitehouse: col. 5, lines 67- col. 6, line 5; col. 2, lines 43-49) in order to 
further identify the destination address (Whitehouse: col. 2, lines 50-60). 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to create the method for delivering a message as taught by King to include 
standardizing zip codes with zip+4 codes in order to further identify the destination 
address. 

Regarding claim 86, the King reference teaches a system for delivering a message to a 
user with an electronic account (King: pages 1-2, para 18-20), comprising: 
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a receiving component configured to receive the message directed to the user with 
the electronic account (King: pages 1-2, para 18-20), where the message includes an 
electronic address associated with the user's electronic account and a non-standardized 
physical address of the user (King: page 2; para 22-23); and 

a determining component configured to determine a delivery point identification 
key using the electronic address, wherein the delivery point identification key points to a 
location in an address database, the location associated with a standardized physical 
address of the user (King: page 2, para 20-23) ; and 

delivering the message to the user at the standardized physical address, the 
delivering based on the delivery point identification key, wherein the non-standardized 
physical address. 

The King reference fails to teach 9 digit zip codes. 

However the Whitehouse reference teaches using a non-standardized physical 
address includes a 5-digit ZIP code to get a standardized physical address includes a 9 
digit ZIP code (Whitehouse: col. 5, lines 67- col. 6, line 5; col. 2, lines 43-49) in order to 
further identify the destination address (Whitehouse: col. 2, lines 50-60). 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to create the method for delivering a message as taught by King to include 
standardizing zip codes with zip+4 codes in order to further identify the destination 
address. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted 
on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant 
for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall 
have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the 
international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such 
treaty in the English language. 

Claims 23-25, 27, 55-57, 59, 70 and 77; 81, 85, 88, 90-91 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being unpatentable by U.S. Patent Publication No. 2002/0002590 by 
King et al. 

Regarding claim 23, the King reference teaches a method for delivering a message to a 
user with an electronic account (King: pages 1-2, para 18-20), comprising the steps of: 

receiving the message directed to the user with the electronic account (King: 
pages 1-2, para 18-20), where the message includes a non-standardized electronic address 
of the user and a physical address of the user (King: page 2; para 22-23); 

determining a standardized electronic address of the user from the physical 
address using an address database (King: page 2, para 22-23); and 

delivering the message to the user (King: page 2, para 22-23, 30). 

Regarding claim 24, the method of claim 23, further comprising the step of: delivering 
the message to the user at the standardized. electronic address (King: page 2, para 30). 

Regarding claim 25, the method of claim 23, further comprising the step of: delivering 
the message to the user at the physical address (King: page 2-3, para 31-32). 

Regarding claim 27, the method of claim 23, wherein the address database is a United 
States Postal Service address database (King: page 2, para 22). 
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Claims 55-57, 59, 70 and 77 are rejected under the same grounds as being 
substantially similar in subject matter and scope. 

Regarding claim 81, a method for delivering a message to a user with an electronic 
account (King: pages 1-2, para 18-20), comprising the steps of: 

receiving the message directed to the user with the electronic account (King: 
pages 1-2, para 18-20), where the message includes a non-standardized electronic address 
and a physical address of the user (King: page 2; para 22-23); and 

determining a delivery point identification key using the physical address, 
wherein the delivery point identification key points to a location in an address database, 
the location associated with a standardized electronic address of the user (King: page 2, 
para 20-23) and 

delivering the message to the user at the standardized electronic address, the 
delivering based on the delivery point identification key (King: page 2, para 22-23, 30). 

Regarding claim 85, the method of claim 81, wherein the standardized electronic address 
includes a vanity e-mail address (King: page 2, para 22). 

Regarding claim 88, a system for delivering a message to a user with an electronic 
account (King: pages 1-2, para 18-20), comprising: 

a receiving component configured to receive the message directed to the user with 
the electronic account (King: pages 1-2, para 18-20), where the message includes an non- 
standardized electronic address of the user and a physical address of the user (King: page 
2; para 22-23); and 

a determining component configured to determine a delivery point identification 
key using the physical address, wherein the delivery point identification key points to a 
location in an address database (King: page 2, para 20-23), 

the location associated with a standardized electronic address of the user (King: 
page 2, para 22) ; and 
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a delivering component configured to deliver the message to the user at the 
standardized electronic address, the delivering based on the delivery point identification 
value ( King: page 2, para 22-23, 30). 

Regarding claim 90, the system of claim 88, wherein the standardized electronic address 
includes a telephone number (King: page 2, para 22). 

Regarding claim 91, the system of claim 88, wherein the standardized electronic address 
includes a vanity e-mail address (King: page 2, para 22). 
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Claims 21, 53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable by 
U.S. Patent Publication No. 2002/0002590 by King et al in view of U.S. Patent No. 
5,341,505 by Whitehouse in further view of U.S. Patent No. 5,341,505 by 
Whitehouse. 

Regarding claim 21, the King and the '505 reference teach the method for delivering a 
message to a user with an electronic account. 

The King and '505 references does not explicitly state sending back information 
of a standardized physical address. 

However the Whitehouse reference teaches sending back information of a 
complete physical address (Whitehouse: col. 6, lines 52-58) in order to providing quick, 
easy, and low cost lookup for complete address information (Whitehouse: col. 5, lines 57- 
col. 6, line 5). 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to create the system of delivering a message as taught by King to include 
informing the sender of a complete address as taught by Whitehouse in order to remove 
the last barrier for automation providing quick, easy, and low cost lookup for complete 
address information (Whitehouse: col. 5, lines 57- col. 6, line 5). 

Claim 53 is rejected under the same grounds as being substantially similar in 
subject matter and scope. 



Claims 26, 58 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable by 
U.S. Patent Publication No. 2002/0002590 by King et al in view of U.S. Patent No. 
5,341,505 by Whitehouse. 

Regarding claim 26, the King reference teaches the method of claim 23. 

The King reference does not teach informing the sender of the complete electronic 
address. However the Whitehouse reference teaches informing the sender of the 
standardized electronic address (Whitehouse: col. 6, lines 52-58) in order to providing 
quick, easy, and low cost lookup for complete address information (Whitehouse: col. 5, 
lines 57- col. 6, line 5). 
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It would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to create the system of delivering a message as taught by King to include 
informing the sender of a complete address as taught by Whitehouse in order to remove 
the last barrier for automation providing quick, easy, and low cost lookup for complete 
address information (Whitehouse: col. 5, lines 57- col. 6, line 5). 

Claim 58 is rejected under the same grounds as being substantially similar in subject 
matter and scope. 

Claims 83 and 89 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious by 
U.S. Patent Publication No. 2002/0002590 by King et al. 

Regarding claim 83, the King reference teaches the method of claim 81 . The King 
reference fails to teach fax numbers. However, the King reference teaches telephone 
numbers and messages routed to a printer so that the user can receive a hardcopy (King: 
page 3, para 32) 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to create the method of delivering messages as taught by King to include a 
facsimile number in order to provide the user with a hardcopy (King: page 3, para 32) 

Regarding claim 89, the King reference teaches the system of claim 88. The King 
reference fails to teach fax numbers. However, the King reference teaches telephone 
numbers and messages routed to a printer so that the user can receive a hardcopy (King: 
page 3, para 32) 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to create the method of delivering messages as taught by King to include a 
facsimile number in order to provide the user with a hardcopy (King: page 3, para 32). 



REMARKS 
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Applicant has removed the 112 issues and has presented arguments to each of the 
previous and amended limitations. 
The Applicant Argues : 

1. King fails to teach the limitations of claims 18 5 50, 69, 76, and 79 arguments page 14. 

2. King fails to teach the limitations of claims 23, 55, 70 and 77 arguments page 16. 

3. King fails to teach the limitations of claim 81 and 88, arguments page 17-18 

4. King fails to teach the limitations of claims 79 and 86, arguments page 18-19. 

5. King fails to teach the limitations of claims 83 and 89. 

In response , the examinerjespectfully submits: 
1 * The prior art references of King in view of Whitehouse do teach all the claim elements 
with motivation to combine and a reasonable expectation of success. King is relied upon 
to teach the broad claim language of a method, system, computer usable medium, and 
system with means for delivering a message to a user with an electronic account. The 
examiner stresses that applicant has broadly claimed the limitations with very little 
associations between the message and electronic account. The claim limitations are 
mapped above. 

With respect to "receiving the message directed to the user with the electronic 
account, where the message includes an electronic address associated with the user's 
electronic account and a non-standardized physical address of the user from the electronic 
address using an address database" King shows on pages 1 and 2, para 18-23. King 
shows a user sending a message to a person with an electronic account, Santa para 20 
where the user selects santa as a recipient. Santa has an an electronic account to receive 
the email and physical. address. The reference teaches determining recipient's physical 
address in para 20 by searching an address database by the USPS and subsequent delivery 
of the message. The non-standardized physical address has not been explicitly defined 
and examiner interprets this to be the name of zip code, state or other useful information. 

2* The prior art King reference teaches the claimed limitations. With respect to 
"determining a standardized electronic address of the user from the physical address 
using an address database" King teaches on page 2, para 20-23 that if the sender does not 
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know the recipients full address they can search using zip code, state, and other 
information to populate the address line of an e-mail. This teaches determining a 
standardized electronic address (address in email) from the physical address. Fig. 1 
disputes applicant's argument that it is only sent to the physical address and shows that in 
one embodiment it is used to address and send an email. 

3* There is an inconsistency between the use of the term 'key' and the term 
'value' in the arguments. While the claims teach a key, the applicant refers to a value in 
the arguments and in claim 88. The key is interpreted to be the handle or actual electronic 
address of the recipient such as "Santa Clause" that is directly linked with the physical 
address of the recipient. King's sending a physical or electronic message and lookup and 
addressing based on search of either covers these broad limitations. King: Fig. 1. 

4* Similar to argument no. 3 above, applicant needs to distinguish delivery point 
identification key from a handle or address that is directly linked and references a 
physical address and visa versa. 

5* The Whitehouse reference is not needed for the alleged deficiencies of King. 
King teaches the limitations as claimed. King teaches Zip codes but Whitehouse is relied 
upon to show the lack of novelty in 5 and 9 digit zip codes as claimed. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Benjamin R. Bruckart whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3982. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00-5:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on (571) 272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 

information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 

more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 

have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 

Center (EBC) at 866217-9197 (toll-free). 

Benjamin R Bruckart 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2155 




